Application No. 1 0/678,298 Docket No.: 5259-000032/US 

Amendment dated 

Reply to Office Action of December 28, 2007 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-25 and 27-62 are now pending in the application. The amendments to 
the claims contained herein are of equivalent scope as originally filed and, thus, are not 
a narrowing amendment. The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections in view of the amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-3, 14, 27-55 and 60-62 have been amended as suggested by the 
Examiner (to remove the word "a" before the word "means"). Claims 4, 5, 8, 9, 13, 17 and 
18 have also been amended because they included the phrase "a means". 

Rejection Under 35 U-S.C, S 101 

Claims 24 and 25 are rejected under U.S. C. § 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims have been amended as suggested 
by the Examiner. 

Rejection Under 35 U-S.C, §112 

Claims 1-62 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. 

The phrase "the virtual node" is not recited in line 23 of Claim 1 , but it is recited in 
line 25 of Claim 1. Claim 1 has been amended to replace this phrase with "a virtual 
node". 

Claim 1 has been amended based on FIG. 24 and page 55, fourth paragraph to 
page 56, first paragraph of the specification. 
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Claims 27, 36 and 38 have been amended in a manner similar to that of Claim 1. 
Claim 47 has also been amended because Claim 47 includes similar recitations as 
those of Claims 27, 36 and 38. 

It appears to Applicant that the Examiner intended to point out Claim 47 rather 
than Claim 49. However, Claim 49 has been amended based on the 24 th embodiment 
of the present application (page 57, line 9 to page 60, line 14 of the specification). 

Claim 52 has been amended based on the 36 th embodiment of the present 
application (page 76, line 13 to page 78, line 15 of the specification). 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and 
favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the Examiner 
believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 

Dated: March 21 , 2008 Respectfully submitted, 

By_/Gregory A. Stobbs/ 

Gregory A. Stobbs 
Registration No.: 28,764 
HARNESS, DICKEY & PIERCE, P.LC. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248) 641-1214 
Attorney for Applicant 
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